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Ms. Donna R Searcy
Secretary
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Washington, DC 20554

Dear Ms. Searcy:

On behalf of Jules Cohen and Associates, P.C., transmitted herewith for filing with
the Commission are an original and nine copies of its Reply Comments in ET Docket No. 92-298.

If there are any questions in connection with the foregoing, please contact the.
undersigned or Jules Cohen.

Sincerely yours,

Robert W. Denny, Jr., P.E.
President
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ET Docket No. 92-298

-'

REPLY COMMENTS OF JULES COHEN & ASSOCIATES, P.C.
IN RESPONSE TO NOTICE OF PROPOSED RULE MAKING

REGARDING ADOPTION OF STANDARD FOR AM STEREO BROADCASTING

1. Jules Cohen & Associates, P.C. ("Cohen") is a firm of consulting electronics

engineers that has been engaged in providing engineering services to the broadcasting community

since 1952. Continuing through the present day, the clients of the firm have included AM

broadcasters ranging from the major networks, with multiple stations, to small, single station

owners. The declining fortunes of AM broadcasting have been a matter of considerable concern

to the members of the firm. Although programming attractive to listeners is believed to be the

major factor determining the size of a station's audience, quality of reception must be sufficiently

good that listeners are not diverted from the AM band when comparable programming is

available from FM stations. An important ingredient in the quality of reception is the ability to

broadcast in the stereo mode.

2. In these reply comments, Cohen wishes to add its voice to the comments submitted

in this docket urging the Commission not to "rush to judgment" by adopting a system that is not

likely to be the best available. Hindsight shows that the 1982 decision to leave to the market

place selection of the best stereo system was an egregious error that did a disservice to AM

broadcasting. The decision may well have seemed reasonable at the time, and it is not the intent

of these reply comments to criticize the Commission for its decision eleven years ago; however,

in view of what has occurred since 1982, a mistake of the past should not be repeated. AM

broadcasting will benefit from the specification of a single system, but that system should be the
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best possible. Selection of a particular system without regard to others which may be available

could condemn AM broadcasting to continuing inferiority in aural broadcasting. Furthermore,

the advance of technology since 1982 may pennit the adoption of a system superior to any that

were offered in the earlier stereo investigation.

3. As pointed out by Kahn!, Hazeltine2
, Hershberg~ and CTI4, AM broadcasters have

not demonstrated the "strong preference" for the C-Quam system attributed by the Commission.

With little more than ten percent of AM broadcasters choosing C-Quam, despite a general belief

that stereo broadcasting would benefit the industry, no evidence exists that broadcasters have

endorsed that system as the answer to AM broadcasting's need for a stereo system good enough

to compete with FM. On the contrary, refusal of the vast majority of broadcasters to add stereo

via the C-Quam route appears to deliver the contrary message that the system is not good enough

to justify conversion to stereo.

4. Weaknesses of the Motorola system including "platform motion", loss of coverage

and increased interference documented by Kahn (pages 4 and 5) have been confirmed by

observers, including the undersigned, not associated with any system proponent Such

undesirable features are not necessary concomitants of AM stereo broadcasting and should not

be present in a system sanctioned by the Commission as the standard to be employed universally.

S. Cohen agrees with Capital Cities!ABCs that: "The Commission has the responsibility

to make an independent judgment that the stereo standard selected meets the public interest test."

C-Quam, at least as now configured, does not meet that test. Either through the use of its own

resources, or perhaps by enlisting the assistance of the National Institute for Science and

Technology (NIST), an objective, analytic and experimental study of all systems whose

I Comments of Leonard R. Kahn, ET Docket N. 92-298, April 5, 1993, page 2 et seq.

2 Comments of Hazeltine Corporation, ET Docket No. 92-298, Section 5.

3 Comments of David L. Hershberger, ET Docket No. 92-298, April 2, 1993, page 6.

4 Comments of Communications Technologies. Inc., ET Docket No. 92-298, March 31, 1993,
para. 11.

S Comments of Capital Cities/ABC, ET Docket No. 92-298, April 5, 1993, page 5.
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proponents are willing to provide full descriptions and hardware should be undertaken for

completion in the short time period contemplated by the Congressional action.

6. Only through an independent analysis by an entity, such as the FCC or NIST,

whose objectivity cannot be challenged, and the preparation of a report setting forth the reasons

for the superiority of a system, can AM broadcasters have the assurance that their interests are

being well served. Such an effort would be a suitable companion to other initiatives by the

Commission to improve and preserve AM broadcasting.

Respectfully submitted,

Jules Cohen, P.E.
Consultant to the Firm

April 15, 1993
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Robert W. Denny, Jr., P.E.
President
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I. Florence M. Hendrickson, a secretary in the office of Jules Cohen & Associates,

P.C.• hereby certify that I have sent this day, by prepaid first class mail, copies of the foregoing Reply

Comments in Response of Notice of Proposed Rule Making Regarding Adoption of Standard for AM

Stereo Broadcasting on this date. April 16, 1993. to the following:

Leonard R Kahn
Kahn Communications. Inc.
222 Westbury Avenue
Carle Place. New York 11514

Donald G. Everist
Cohen, Dippell and Everist
1300 L Street, NW. Suite 1100
Washington DC 20005

Henry L. Baumann, Esq.
Barry D. Umansky. Esq.
NAB
1771 N Street. NW
Washington, DC 20036

Edward A. Onders. Esq.
Hazeltine Corporation
Greenlawn, NY 11740-1600

George A. Hanover
Barbara N. McLennan, Esq.
Electronics Industries Association
2001 Pennsylvania Avenue. NW
Washington, DC 20006

David L. Hershberger
P.O. Box 2163
Nevada City. CA 96959-2163

James Dorrence
2223 Florey Lane
Arlington Twp.• PA 19001

Communications Technologies. Inc.
P.O. Box 1130
Marlton, NJ 08053

William Malone. Esq.
Miller & Holbrooke
1225 19th Street, NW. Suite 400
Washington, DC 20036

Michael A. Menius
Michael D. Kennedy
Motorola, Inc.
1350 I Street, NW, Suite 400
Washington, DC 20005

Roger Goodspeed, Esq.
Capital Cities!ABC. Inc.
77 West 66 Street
New York, NY 10023

Swidler & Berlin, Chartered
3000 K Street, NW, Suite 300
Washington, DC 20007-5116

Edward W. Hummers. Jr., Esq.
Leonard R Raish, Esq.
Fletcher. Heald & Hildreth
P.O. Box 33847
Washington, DC 20033-0847

William R Fox
Delta Electronics. Inc.
P.O. Box 11268
Alexandria, VA 22312-0268

Lee Sutherland Parr
Route 2, Box 526
Monroe. VA 24574-9685

Philip E. Galasso
131 Stafford Forge Road
West Creek NJ 08092



David H. Solinske
Largo, FL 34643

John 1. Tibilietti
Route 9, Box 143
Victoria, TX 77901
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Burt ShelWood
4171 Dundee Rd., Ste. 269
Northbrook, IL 60062

Peter Krausbar
13275 SW Berthold St.
Beaverton, OR 97005
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Florence M. Hendrickson


